amend the specification with a brief reference and discussion of the figure. The Applicants submit 

that no new matter has been or will be submitted. 

REJECTIONS UNDER 35 USC 112, first and second paragraph 

The Examiner has rejected Claims 1-7 under 35 USC 112, both first and second 
paragraphs. The Applicants have submitted amend claims 1-7 to overcome these rejections. The 
Examiner expressed particular concern about the expression "phase-difference." The Applicants 
wish point out that US Patent 5,327,285 ('285) by Faris, one of the inventors herein, was 
"incorporated herein by reference." If one skilled in the art reads both the instant specification 
and the '285 patent which is considered part of the instant application by its incorporation by 
reference, one skilled in the art would understand that "phase-difference film" is the same as 
"linearly polarized film." Therefore the Applicants have used "linearly polarized film" through 
out the claims. This appears to be a result of a translation error from the Japanese to English. If 
required by the Examiner, the Applicants are prepared to incorporate information from the '285 
patent i nto t he i nstant s pecification as w ell a s c hange " phase-difference" t o " linear p olarized" 
throughout the specification. 

The Applicants also believe when one reads both the instant specification and the '285 
patent it will become clear to one skilled in the stereoscopic display art the relationship between 
left eye and right eye display parts! 

The Applicants have replaced claim 3, 4, 5, and 7 within the amended claims to make the 
term appropriate members clearer. Additionally the teii^ppropriate ^member^is defined at the 
bottom of page 5 of the specification as a UV resin, PVA-type adhesive agent or acrylic-type 
tacky adhesive agent. 

Therefore, the Applicants believe that with the amendment of the claims and the above 
clarifications, the Examiner should remove the rejection of Claims 1-7 under 35 USC 112, first 
paragraph. The Applicants have also provided a set of claim s as now in the application with this 
response. 

With regard to the rejections of claim 1-7 under 35 USC 112, second paragraph, the 
Applicants believe the amendments to the claims and the clarifications listed above resolve all of 
the Examiner's concerns. 



REJECTIONS UNDER 35 USC 103 

The Examiner has rejected Claims 1-7 under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatenable over 
the p atent i ssued t o F aris U S P atent 6 ,359,664) in v iew o f t he p atent i ssued t o O kamoto ( US 
Patent 6,147,738). The Applicants have cancelled Claims 1-7 and added new claims 8 - 27. 
DOUBLE PATENTING 

The Applicants are prepared to file a Terminal Disclaimer with reference to co-pending 
application 09/874,415 prior to filing of any Issue Fee of Allowance of the claims. 

The applicants respectfully request reconsideration of the application and an early 



allowance. 
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Forming a polarizing film 3 by laminating 
a TAC film or CAB film and a drawn PVA film 

Laminating the polarizing film 3 onto a transparent support 1 
with an adhesive agent interposed 2 

Attaching transparent resist members 4 in specified 
positions (a) as shown onto the polarizing film 

Filling spaces 8 (b) between said resist members 4 (a) with UV resin, 
PVA-type adhesive agent or acrylic-type tacky adhesive agent 

Immersing items 1, 2, 3 4 and 8 in hot water and drying 

Attaching protective member 9 to the resist members 4. 

Bonding protective member 9 side of protected assembly 
to a display member 5. 



FIGURE 3 



